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Cl VIL APPEAL NO. 460/ 1997
U P. C-Op Cane Unions Fed. Appel lant (s)
Vs.

Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for intervention and éxerrptlon fromfiling
OT. and with office report)

Wth C A No. 461/ 1997(Wth appln(s) for

directions/clarification/nodification of the interim
order passed by this Hon' ble Court on 31.1.2001 in
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C. A No. 4685/ 1997(Wth appln. for stay), C A No.932/2001,
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interimrelief), SLP(C) No.1363/2002(Wth prayer for
interimrelief)

DATE : 15.1.2003: Thi s/ These matter (s) was/were
called on for hearing today.
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. Ramesh Uttanthandra Upadhyay, Adv
M. Mikesh K. Gri, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
The matters are placed before us in view of the

conflict in the decisions in State of MP. Vs. Jaor a@@

Sugar MIls Ltd. (1997) 9 SCC 207 and State of T.N. Vs. @@

Kot hari Sugars & Chemicals Ltd. (1996) 7 SCC 751. These@@
(660 06600606006060060600600060006000600066006600660006:
two judgnents have been rendered by Benches conposed of
two Judges each. One of the judgnents has been approved
by a decisionin S K G Sugar Ltd. Vs. State of Bi har @@
(660 060600600060006000600060006000600000:
and ors.-(1997) 9 SCC 362 by a Bench conposed of three@®@
660 06060060600606006600606006060;

Judges.

3

In this viewof the natter it would be appropriate
to refer these matters to a |arger bench of five judges.
We order accordingly.

A contention is sought to be raised by M. Harish



. SP1

N. Sal ve, learned senior advocate that presidential
assent has to be disclosed as per the judgment in
Kaiser-1-Hind Pvt. Ltd. and Anr. Vs. National Textile
Cor pn. (Maharashtra North) and Os..In that regard if
appropriate pleadings are filed, the Respondents nmay
respond to it.

I ssue notice on the application for intervention.

Dasti notice to respondent No. 2.

Considering the nature of matters, it would be
appropriate to expedite hearing. Liberty to nmention for
early date of hearing.

(Meenu Set hi) (Om Prakash)
Court Master Court Master



